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Snt out below are a series ol questions that aror e from .time to time: 
as the work progressed and were jotted down by the writer as being pertinent 
to the operation and any subsequent activities that might follow the opera 
tion. These questions are merely .set down to assist in the analysis o f the 
work and what had E°np into the preparation of this trip f:4RRBHB^ na 
his Assistant. The notes were not written at one time, but over a number 
of days and are in no order whatsoever: 
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1. rihat, specifically, are "L", "0", and "J 


n- 


SHEBpref erred to quinine or quinine sulphate 

used to make cofree bitter. This should 
be checked out to determine whether or not Inis is a 
f ac t . 


ate 3 I ^ 


2. v.'hat were the exact dosages used and how v/ere they arrived at? 


3. If the dosa^s were not a liquid, what was the amount of the 
sterile water used?' Why? 


* 
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Are the preparations straight oonvnercial products? 

5. Why were the preparations so often used in combination and 

then again only one at o time? In short, wny couldn't they 
have ail been used together? 


6. Why couldn’t a preparation he prepared using all three? 



y 
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ROUGH DPA'T 
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7 . 


Why was not the Artichoke Team brief eh, particularly in 
technical det.ii.l3, of the effects of the druns |*ri.or to 

• their use 3o that the Artichoke Team could, by ob~ crvri- 
ti.on and monitoring, judge the effects? Ai thouf;llSHBfcp 2 l 

• stated the drugs had an euphoric effect and had a r , 

dene 7 to made the subject relax, the terminology was so 
loose and general. that judging was impossible. 


!)id*H^^ 9 fceo statistics on the students that he te.sted? 
If so, where are the statistics, details? 


9. 


How many students were actually used .in the tests 
a 


■' K 


To what extent was ^^HMpjftscd? To what, 
extent did’ participate personally? 


Cs 


10. 'What controls were used? Details. 


11. Were students ty/er cross-checked on polygraph? 


12. Why wer 
delibc 



phd from the conference 


Z 1 


13. Who drug /chemical man cat 

a. What 3 ort of a staff does he have? 

b. Exactly what does^BJHP *^ 07 



S/ 


111 . Why d^j^^®Sgf|r"take the drug/chemical specialist instead Q 


a 7 > 


13. H 



run a full check, investigation, and audit in the . 
one? /-f 


a. It jg essential that we soe the investigation on 



Bl 


16 . Why did snow up inflH|9Bmf Details of this are 

necessarvsincd her arrivalnuiantT be a strong security hazard 

( C c •- *•/ * ' 1 *-• *- y - • '* ■- . > r .* I 



17. Why were we told thatSHHpihad to be I n ^^BES|i§®^ , 3S the 9th 
o f, .Se ptember at the llTEcst, yet in the f irmi: conference 
Idenied this. 


18. What is the 
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ROUGH DRAFT 


a. VJh.it i^MPPmariUL status and is sh 
at being married? 


& nrac tici ng &l\o 


19, If the drills used in the tests were standard, why weren't wc 

told at once? 

20. What are the effects of liquid and food in connection with the 

drugs? 

% 

a. Is the drug more or less effective before or after 
• large quantities of food or large quantities of 


liquid, etc., etc.? 


. ,1 , \> 
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21. What are the effects of fatigue on the subje cts^.!! c onnection 
with the drugs? ' . Spec LTica Lly , why didn't^jjpjn^iow the 
°nnrL dosar en to bo used instead of continually asking 

w ha t ho should try this time or. so and so and such 
~a“u'.iuch is the -proper dose? 


$1 
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22. Why was- a pleasant Dtnosghe^fjssontial to his work? / ; 

had- made a trip t^fiffiSgjjFbefore to study the situ alio: 
at first hand and snould nave been well aware that most of 
the work would not be conducted in a pleasant atmosphere. 


&/ 


23. How can any substances be called surreptiiVTus if a subject gets 
drunk when using it? 

2U . -Was quinine or a bitter. . sub s.tanc e actually ever .used? (W<5se 
(check this with 


&L 


{ 025 . In trouble sucha*^ di vorce , hew can we smother 

this trip? What would thtJBBj|ao in the event of a scandal g 
or possible suicide? 

ver run an audit If not, why not? 3/ 3 

'.obviously keep us away from m at &)<c 



?B. Who r r op R:5 '?d the name o!^ 
(AccessnonC Group) to 
in co nn-icJL-ipn with Artichoke 
know 
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_Tonnerly with this A&enc^ 

id, consu l t w i tl\_ 

.now him or ‘does lu 
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tlcrv written tests ever tried on Inn subjects . experiments Lly 
or otherwise, in the use of these drui:s: *• 

Were psychiatric tests ever tried in this connection? 

Was hypnosis ever used in connection with these drups? If so, 
what were the results? 

}j a s pHBHever used hypnosis 

arrange a very discreet interview con- 

nection with ti^^gj^^jgnoject on the l 'basis~of testimony 


Whv did 


eave so suddenly? 3 / 


What wer n the larecst dosages ever piven experimentally or 
otherwise? Results. 

How come these H8* substances are called non-toxic? 


What is the antidote for each? Why did 
was no antidote? 


r§? say there 


personnel shouLd be briefed by our own 
people before be.inp approached by outsiders, particularly 
in connection with experimental proprams.) 

Were there ever any actual changes in the stories of the 
subjects? Were any significant details produced; Were 
there any positive details, admission? or confession^ made, 

. etc., etc.? (In this connection, the writer feels that brief 
reports ’by the case -officers -would probably be of value in the 
accessment of this type of research.) 

While the writer was able only to physically observe reactions 
in the first two rases and, in part, cover by monitoring the 
last three cases, the writer noticed no outstanding or clear- 
cut examples of pood feeling beinp established on toe oart of 
the subject or any real euphoria on the part of the subject, etc. 


Would draw inf' pictures (alone the line 

reveal anything before and alter dosapos.' 


iploy«s) 


a. Were dr-r.ii nr or te sts of a similar nature ! •} 

used at 
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b. 


,-jRrG the Porschnch test ever used a 
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hi Mow could you possibly Administer these drurs with 

tourh and very intelligent individual, particularly if he 
refused to have a drink of any q liquid wmle talking wit 

you? 

always talked about special signs ani mdica- 
“d he noticeable when the drugs were taking effect. 

14 ^ like to know just whatwcre fhose siPns that n 
_____ would notice and that another individual ^ 
specifically a doctor or a % competent in- 
terrogator couldn't notice. 

ij. Specifically '.hat did th... thing* dp that .hisky. bssr, vodka, 

gin woul'dn' t? 

hh. Can it be said that in any way except negative, the test was 
successful? 

It if a fto r two years of research and hundreds of thousands of 
k'* *’ n ' soent and' the only substance developed are standard 

th. barbiturates , ,could « » — 

of fraud? 

mistress or is having an affair with 1 hi 
I ^SW®StuaSyin love with him or if the reverse is U." 
tru^ it possibly bo stated that she »ouid be an 

impartial observer? 

”■ -rsss tsearjanasss^c. 

•ass-rs ”“•= =‘" s - 

per people to see whether or nob this was done. 
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